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A CHAPTER ON POTATOES.
' The common Irish potato, which is new
!tmltinl.ed extensively in all the civilized
eountries of the world and which has be-
come with us almost as importana stat ple
of production as our corn or wheat, is
not, as is supposed by many, a native of
Ireiand, but was first discovered in the
wilds of South America. It has been
found in an indigenous state among the
mountains and steppesof Chili, Peru, Ecu-
ador, New Grenada, Buenos Ayres, Ura-
guay, and more recently in Mexico, on
the banks of the Orizaba river. It was
firstintroduced into spain from the neigh-
hood of Quito, in the early partofl the
sixteenth century, and then spreading rap-
idly throughout Iialy and the south of
Europe, soon found its way inlo Germa-
ny. The potato was cullivated in Ire-
land before its value was known in Eng-
land, and it is eaven reluted that it was
accidentally introduced into the latter
country, in sonsequence of the wrecking
of a vessel on the cost of Lancashire,

which had a quantity of them on board.
The period of its introduction into our

country is not exactly known, although
it wus one of numerous other products or-
dered to be imported by the Governor &
Company of Massachusetts Bay, in the
year 1629. It was not, however, gener-
alli known and culivated either in Britain
or North America‘ much bafore the mid.-
dle of the 18th century. For along time
it was considered by the higher classes
ss & food fit only for poor people‘ who
could not afford to buy bread.

In the year 1853, there was raised in
the Upited States about one hnadre and
six million bushels of potatoes, of which
one third were of the sweet or native va-
riety. Valuicg them at the rate of 40
cents a bushei, these would be worth up-
wards of forty—two millioudollars.

Mr. Fling, the Secratary of the stnte|
Board of Agriculture, says, in his annual |
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A SAMPLE CLERK WANTED IN A
DRUG STORE.

Jem B.isa wag. A joke to Jem is
both food and raiment ; and whenever
and wherever there is an opening for fun,
he has it.

Jem was recently in a drug store, when
& youth apparently fresh fronTihe “moun-
ing,’ entered the store and at once accost-
ed Jem, stating that he was in search ofa

“‘What kind of a job?” inquired the wag.

‘Oh, a’most any thing, [ want 1o git a
kind of a ginteel job ; 'm tired o’farmen,’
and kin wrn my hand to most any thing.’

“Well, we want o man,a good strong
healthy man, as sample clerk.’

*What is the wages ¥’

‘Wages are good ; we pay $1,000 1o a
- mas in that sitoation.’

‘What's a feller have to do?’

“Oh, merely 1o test medicines, that's all.
It requires = stout man, one of good eon-
stitution, and after he gets used to it, be
doesn’t mind it. You see weare very par-
ticular about the quality of our medicine
and before we sell any, we test every
parcel. You wouid be required 1o take
some six or seven ounces of castor oil some
days with a few of rhubarb; aiso, Croe
ton gil, and similar prepurations, Scme
days you would not be required 10 take
anything ; but as a general thing you can

count upon say from six 1o ten doses of |

something daily. As lo the work, that
does not amount to much; the testing de-
partment would be the principal labor re.
quired of you ; aud, as I said before, it
requires a person of very healthy organ.
ization to endare it ; but you lock hearty,
and | guess you would suit us. Thal
youny wmen, pointing to a very pale-faced,
slim-looking youth. who happened to be
present, hus filled the post for the past
two weeks ; but e is bardly able to stund
it. We should like to huve you lake
right hold, il you are ready, und you say
so, we'll begin to day, Hére's 8 new
barrel of castor oil just cowme i I
draw an ounce—'

Here verdant, who had beeg gaging in-
tently upon the slim youth, ipterrupied
him wih—

‘N.no, 1 guess not; oot 1o day, 18y
how. D'll go down and see my aunt, and
ef 1 o'clude 10 come, I'll come up lo-mor-
row aed let you know.’

Aghedid not yeturn, it is 10 be sup-
posed he eonsidered the work toe hard.

Bex. McCuriovas, the Texss ranger,

has been appointed L. Celonel in oncof | Suar

the four new regiments.

report, that although the potrto crop has
turnéd put well in New England dusing
the past year, so far as the disease is con-
cerned. yet there is no doubt that, for
some unknown reason, the quantity of
yield per mere is annually diminishiog.
In Massachuseits it is now far less then
it was in former years. The experience
of the greater part of our farmers shows
that, ssageneral thing, two or three times
as many hills of potatoes are now required
to 6l a bushel basket, as would have
been required for the same purpose ten
years and more sgo. Land which form-
erly yielded two hundred and fifty snd
three hundred bushels, now produces but
a hundred and fifty. Some allege asa
reason for this that the soil of the State
is fairly exhausted; others attribute it to
the neglect'of the farmers to provide suf.
ficient manure; other still, confess an en-
tire ignorance of the cause.

-

FACTS 4BOUT CATTLE.

Itis a fact that all domestic animals
can beimproved in size and valne. One
hundred and fifty years ago, the average
weight of cattle at the Simithfield Market
was not over 370 pounds, and that of
the sheep 28 pounds Now, the average
weight of the former is over 800 pounds,
and of the latter about 80 pounds.

The average weight of catile, properly
termed beeves, in the New York market
is about 700 pounds, and sheep about 50
pounds.

The average live weight of the heaviest
drove of becves of 100 in number ever
brouzht fo this market, was 2,067 pounds,
weighed from dry feeding, in Illivois
last spring,

The mode of selling cattle in New
r York, is at so much per pound for the es-
|timated weight of ineat contained in the
four quarters. The estimation is made
upon the live weizht of catlle as follows:

A drover in buying a lot of grass-fed
common stock in Illingis. should never
calculate 1o get an estimate of over one-
half here of the live weight there. That
is, if the drove averages 12 ewl., they
will make 6 ewt. of meat each.

Medium beeves may be estimated at 54
or 55 pounds per ewt. Good beeves at 56
or 57 pounds, Extra good, larze ond fat,
from 55 w 62 pounds per ewt,

In the Boston market, the weight is
tgeuerally estimated upon “five quarters,”
hat is the prodyct of meat, far and skin.
There the gatile gre geoerally weighed,
and the product estimated upon sn aver-

age, 64 pounds per gwt, !
In New York not one bullock in 10,000

goes upon the seales v determine his |

price fo the butcher.—N. ¥. Triluns.

Givore-Breav.—Threg pounds of|
| flour, one pound of butter, three-quarters
pound of sugar, one-eighth of ginger, one
lqu;rt of molusses, (sugar house is lhe'
. best,) one table spoon full of cinnamon,
one do. cloyes, i
SuaLzow PLowiNo operates to im ver-|
|igh the soil, while it docreuupé-:ﬁm.

—

WARREN,

TRUMBULL COUNTY, OHIO,

THE HOLLOW HORN.

We find the following remarks upon
this disease in an article translated from
the French for the Farmers’ Companion.

“This disease is no where mentioned
i1 Europesn books ; we find no mention
oi it in Youatt and Martin (American edi-
tion,) and we believe it to be confined to
the nothern regions of America. In
some parts of Michigan it is very common.
The cause of it, we are inclined to think,
is excessive cold and freezing ; it being
similar to the gangrene, which ends in
the loss of fingers and toes to those who
are exposed in winter. The pith of the
horn—the part affected—has but a slight

circulation of bloud, and, consequently,
an imperfect hold on life, When frozen,

it dies, an:d gradually decomposes, but
being excluded from the air, the discased
action is slow and somewhat different
from that in an exposed musculsr mem-
brane. Inallcases which have come
under ourobservation, the horn s cool, with
a peculiar feel ; the animal is gencrally
stupid, careless of its feed, and not thri-
ving ; but we have heard of one case
where unsual heat existed in the horn
probably from induced inflamation. It
allowed to continue, without relief, the
bones of the head, and thence the head,
will be apt to become diseased, and death
ensue. The best remedy i3 to bore a hole
with a gimlet near the base of the horn,
the hole rather slanting upward. If hu-
mor appears, use & syringe and warm
water, and wash out the horn ; but if there
is none, and the horn seems firm, try a
lile higher up. Many persons use a
mixture of vinegar, red pepper or other ir-
ritating substance, but we scarcely think
them necessary, except in very bad cases.
We should then inject & solution of chlo-
ride of lime for a few days; and a linle
vinegar alone afierwards. Weak carro.
sive sublimate and water might be care.
fully tried. However, boring is general-
ly sufficient to effect & cure. We bave
never had a case originate on our farm,
and attribute our freedom from it 1o keep-
ing our stock under cover or in sheltered
yards during winter.”

TEXAS ANTS.

A correspondent of the N. Y. Scientific
American writing Trom Dewin sounty,
Texas, gives the- following interesting ac-
count of the An:s of Texas:

These ants have no uniformity of size,
some being large enough to carry a grain
of Indian corn, while others are no larger
then a flee: all the different sizes may be
seen in the same train, the larger ones
turning down the leaves, and the smaller
ones cutting them up and carring them
to their den. In color they are a dark
red. Inshape they resembie the comon
large red ant,but have a large head;
they carry their burdens on their backs,
which are supplied with several sharp
horns 1o keep their loads in place; their
sharp cutting feeth resemble a pair of
shears inshape. 1have seen four engaged
carrying a grain of corn up the inside of
a barrel, and after they had it clear up
hill, one would take it on his back and
move off for the den. Their instict is truly
surprising; they live in towns or clusters
of dens or cells some celis are large as a
flour barrel, and contain a half bushel of
ants, all sizes and ages. They are sup-
plied with large breeders similar to the
bee; they burrow some times to the depth
of ten feet, hence they are almost inacces.
sible to fire or sword.

One circumstance I will relate to show
their numbers; I had & pursery of fruit
trees attacked by them, and I have con.
cluded to try burning them in train;
| burned three hundred every day for
one week, still the stream continued, they
live entirely on vegetables and but few
kinds escape them, such as the fig, the
mulberry, the pecan, and sume few others.

They are inoffensive, any farther than
their teeth are concerned, bave no sting;
dung-hill fowls are fond of them, but as
fow are destroyed; I have tried to des-
troy them for four years, and have failed;
1 wish some Yankees would give them a
pop. Sometimes one den will strip a
peach tree in a night; a successful inven-
tion for their destruction would piove lu
crative.

To Cragirr Marig Sucae.—The sea-
son is eoming on when the manualcure af
maple sugar wiil cominence ; and for the
information of those who like to make a
good anicle, we commend the method
which an intelligent Vermont farmer prac.
tices for the purpose of removing the col-
oring matter of the sap, ond which ren-

\ ders the sugar nearly as white as common

crushed sugar. His method is to filtrate
all the sap before boiling, through a hop-
per or box of aand, which, e says, takes
out, not only the dirt, but all the stains de.
rived from leaves, tubs, crums of bark,
and all other coloring matter that can
prevent the sugar from being pure white,
—Mich. Farmer.

Daxizr. Wgesster’s Marshfield Farm
has been sold. .

Trial of Rollin A. Leet,
ADMINISTERING POISON!!

In tax Courr or Coumuox Pumis,
Trussvir Cousrr.—State of Ohio vs.
Rollin A. Leet, for Poisoning. Mareh
20th, 1855.

CHANGE OF THE COURT.

Gentlemen of the Jury—Afier having
listened to this case thus far, it only re-
mains for the Court to give to you the
principles of law, and rules of evidence
that are applicable to the testimony, be-
fore you shall retire to the final dischar-
ge of your duties.

I may be permitted to say here that in
anything I may say, or in any expres-
sion I may use, I do not desire to be un-
derstood as intimating any opinion of
the facts of the case. Sufficient for my
purpose il shall give youthe lawcorrectly
and [ desire to leave the the entire responsi
bility of finding as to the facls in the case,
with yourselves to whom that duty prop-
erly belongs : indeed, after having listen-
ed attentively as you have to all the evi.
dence and the thorough and able argu.
meats of Counsel, I could not aid you in
that respect if I would.

Finst, and in general, it will be yoor
duty under the law as I shall lay itdown
o you, to ascertain from the evidence
and from that alone, what is the truth in
relation to the charge preferred against the
prisoner in this indictment ; and that is
the end of your responsibility. What may
be the consequences of that finding is of
no moment to you. Four responsibility
is commensurate with your dwy, and
that i¢ a correet finding npon the facts as
given in the evidence.

Then to the case; and in the first place
| may say to you that the law, which pre-
sumes that every citizen over whom its
protection is exiended is worthy of that
protection, assumes that whoever comes
before you charged with crime is innocent,
and it is incumbent upon the prosecution
to overcome that presumption so fully
that there shall not be left in your minds
a rational doubt us 1o the guilt of the par-
ty charged, before you will be warranted in
bringing in a verdict of guilty.

Let us see, what is the offunce with

the time when ho was brought before you
he was only charged with an offence, and
the presumption was that he was innocent
when he so cawe before you, eod it is
from your verdict that we shall learn
whether that presumption has been over-
come by the evidence.

“The section of the law under which be
is charged provides “that if any person or
persons shall administer poison to another,
with intent to destroy or take the life of
the person or persons to whom the same
shall be administered, or to do him, her or
them an injury ; or if poison shall be pre-
pared with the intent aforesaid, and the
same shall be taken by any person or per-
sons, whereby an injury to such person
or persous may be done; the person ox
persons so offending, their aidors and
abettors shall be deemed guilty of a mis-
demeanor, and upon conviction thereof,
shall be imprisoned in the penitentiary
und kept at hard labor, not mote than fif.
teen nor less than three years.,"

Xou will perceive that there are two
offences embraced in this seclion, and
the Grand Jury have embraced both claw.
¢es by saperate counts in the indictment ;
the three last counts being framed upon
the first elause of the statute, and the
four first upon the latter clause.

Then, ss you will see by a recurrence
to the indictment which you will have
before you, (and the counts are number-
ed so that you will have no difficulty ia
referring to them) the 5th, 6th, and 7th
counts charge the offence in the first clau-
se of the statute in this form, that Rollin
A. Leet, maliciously, four grains ol
strychnine a deadly poison, administered
to Homer M. Leet intending to do him an
injury ; that Homer M. Leet drank it and
was so injured, &c. That is the subs-
tsnce of the filth count, and the sixth is
like uuto it with-some slight varriation ;
varying perhaps in this that it charges
ihat the poison was prepared to injure
Lut not to kill; and the seventhalso is not
greatly dissimilar | need not read them
as you will bave the indictment before
you.

Then to establish the crime what is it
necessary for the prosecution to satisfy
you of by evidence, before you can con-
vict uuder the 5th, 8th, and 7th counts ?

Itis charged that Rollin A. Leet ma.
liciously administered poison to Homer
M. Leet, on a certain day, with the in-
tention of destroying his life and of inju-
ringhis person. Itis charged to have becn
done on the 17th day of August, but the
day is immaterial ; any tme before this
indictment was found would be sufficient.
It is necessary that the article proved
to be administered should be strychaine,
but the quantity is immaterial. It ia
ol no consequence whether the quantity

which the prisoner is chagev_c_l_ 3 for up-do--

A B S

WEDNESDAY APRIL 18, 1855.

WHOLE NO. 2011

lulougb the indietment mentions a certain |

quantity. It must be proved that Rollin|
A. Leet administered the poison; but to|
do this it is not necessary to show that
he administerd it with his own hand. If
he procured it to be done, and another
hand ectually administered it, it was his
own act.

But it is pot sufficient to prove that he
administered the poison alone. It must
have been administered with an intension;
the intention to take the life or to injure
the person of Homer M. Leet, the person
to whom it was administered. Then, 10
repeat,—to constitute the crime, the de-
fendant must have administered the poi-
son, and with the intention to destroy the
life or injure the person of Homer M.
Leet. Now if he did that, he is guily of
the offence charged in these counts of the
indictment, but if he has not done that,
and all of that, he is not guilty.

I will proceed to the other branch of
the offence; indeed 1 may say to the
other offence; for there are two offences
charged.

The second clause of the statule makes
it criminal for & person to prepare poison
with the inlent to destroy human life or
injure the body of another person, if
some other person than the one for whom
it was prepared shall take such poison and
be injured thereby.

To cover this case, the indictment
found by the Grand Jury, charges that
Rollin A. Leet mixed four grainsof strych-
nise in a certain medicine called Hoof-
land’s Germun Biuers, knowing it, the
strychnine, to be a deadly poison, and
intending by it to injore Homer M. Leet,
and that Elsie A. Leet not knowing it to
be so prepared, drank it, whereby she
was injured ; and some of the counts
charge that she died thereby. To con-
stitute this offence it is necessary for the
prosecution to establish certain proposi-
tions. The first is, that the poison was
of the kind named in the indictment, vis:
Strychaine, and that it was prepared
with the intent to destroy the life, or in.
jure the person of Humer M. Leet, and
under the couots which mention the
manger of the preparation, it would be
necessary to show thet, but there ave
others which do not mention the form,
It must be the poison named ; it mus
be prepared, and prepared with the in-
teution charged; and being thus prepared
it must have been taken by the person
named in the indictn ent to wit, Elsie A.
Leet; and she must by means of it have
sustained an injury, or become sick, or
died.

Then how say you under this branck
of the case, from the evidence. Was
strychnine prepared with the intention
of destroying the life, or of being ad-
ministered to Homer M. Leet for the
purpose of destroying his life, or of do.
ing him an injury? If you cannot find
that fact, there is an end of this branch
of the case. But if you find it was thus
prepared, was it then taken by the per.
son named in the indictment, Elsie A.
Leet? and next, did she by this means
lose her life? If she did, the crime, or
as the lawyers have cailed it, the “cor-
pus delicti*” has been shown, and the re-
maining question would be, did Rollin
4. Leet prepare the poison with the in-
tention I have indicated; and if you are
satisfied that the poison was thus pre-
pared and taken, and that il was pre-
pared by the prisoner, you must return
s verdict of guilty, otherwise you must
find the verdict of not guilsy. This, I
believe, shows the nature of the offence
you are to try, and what propositions are
necessary to be shown by the prosecu.
tion under the indictment.

We will recur for a foew moments.—
Having seen what in law it is necessary
to be shown to constitute the crime for
which this individual is indicted, it will
be your duty to weigh the evidence you
have heard, and determine whether i
eslablishies these propositions. Here the
Court can give you no further aid than
to enumerate to you the principles of ev-
idence which relate thereto.

There are in general, two kinds of ev-
idence — positive and circumstantial.—
Positive evidence is that which we take
cognizance of by the seunses, which we
sce and hear. When a wimess tells
what he sees and hears, and takes knowl-
edge of by his seuses, it is desominaied
positive evidence of such facts; but the
worth of that evidence or its credibility
depends upon the character of the witness
as you learn it from testimony or from his
appearance on the stand, upon the oppor:
tunities he may have had to see and
know,—upon the accuracy of his recol-
lection as it may be evinced by his man-
ner, —and upon circumstances which
the testimony may bring forth,

But many things in reladon to sach
crimes us are wsually committed in se-
cret, can only be proved circumstantially;
and ollen times as greal a degree of cer-
tainty can be arrived st by mesns of

such evidence, as that derived from pos-

were four grains or halfl an ounce, al- ].-‘5" evidence. This bas already been

commented upon ; but you will bear in

the heinousness of the crime, and that

mind that cireumstantial evidence really

depends upon positive evidence.

Take the case alluded to in the argu-

ment—that of the watch left in & room,

no person there when it was left, one

person seen 10 enier, no one eise near it,

and then when (he room was pext en-

tered, the watch gone. The pointsought
to be established was that the watch was
stolen by that individual. The facts that
the watch was left in the room, that the
room was empty, that the person was
seen o enter the room and leave it, and
that no other one entered, and that af
terward the watch was gone. Al these
facts relied upon as ciceumstances to fas-
ten conviction upon the prisoner charged,

have to be established by positive evi-
dence. Now suppose any ooe of the
chain of facts necessary to eonstitute the
proof in the case supposed should fail
to be proven, or that you should be left
in doubt whether it was proven or nof,
then that proof would be good for noth-
ing. The circumstances must be estad-
lished by positive evidence. If the cir-
cumstances are not established by posi-
tive evidence, and so established that
you have no rational doubt about them,
you should lay them aside, and only
consider such as are so proved, and then
putting the proven circumstances fogeth-
er, see if they make a case sufficiently
strong. Again, all the circumstances
relied upon must tend to prove the guilt
of the person charged. They must be
harmonious also. A circumstance which
does not tend to prove the guilt of the
person charged, might go toward prov-
ing his innocence—it might go far to-
ward overthrowidg the circumstances
relied wpsn. Truth, every truth, and
all trutl, is and forever must be harmo-
nious. The circumstances must be har-
monious, and they must be reconcilable
only upon the hypothesis of the guilt of
the prisoner.

When you rely upon circumstantial
evidence, ( and you have to rely upon it
mainly to prove all the propesitions which
you must establish before you can pro-
nounce the prisoner guilly,) you must
first examine the evidence, and see if the
cireumstances are proven, and if proven,
whether they point to the guilt of the
party charged, whether they are harmio-
nious, and whether they can ba recon-
ciled with any other hypothesis than that
of his guilt. If they can be reconciled
with any other hypothesis, that perchanee
may be the very hypothesis which is the
true oue. And such is the humanity of
our law that it will not suffer any person
10 be punished unless the circumstances
are not reconcilable with any other hy-
pothesis than that of the party’s guilt. It
is better that many guilty should go un-
punished than that one innocent person
should suffer. Suppose in the case of
the watch, that fwo persans were seen lo
enter the room, and ome was charged,
would not the circumstances be consistent
with the hypothesis that the other was
the guilty person?

One more proposition must oblain.—
The circumstances must not only point
toward the guilt of the party, be harmo-
nious, and reconcilable only with the hy-
pothesis of his guilt, but they must be-
sides be sufficient to establish his guilt.
If they are not sufficient to establish in
your mind that he is guilty, you ought
to acquit. This is, however, very near-
ly like another rule I have given, for if
nol sufficient 10 prove his guilt, they will
be reconcilable with the hypothesis of
his innocence.

These are the general propositions by
which you must judge the evidence.—
You will see that when a conviction is
obiained upon such principles, the Court,
the Jury and the community will be as
certain of the guilt of the criminal as if
it were proven by positive evidence.

I will not further allude to these prin-
ciples than to say that they are applica-
ble io all the circumstances relied upon ;
and if, when you apply these rules to the
evidence under either of these offences,
you find that any one of the propositions
given us necessary o be proven in order
toconstitute the crime is not proven, you
should acquit the prisoner, either upon
the first offence or the second. And here
it may not be inappropriaie again o enu-
merate the propositions to be established.

Under the 5th, 6th, and Tih eounts it
must be proven that Rollin A. Leet ad-
ministered poison, and the kind of poison
mentioned m the indicunent, 10 Homer
M. Leet, with the intention of injuring
him, or-of kiliing himn.

Under the others, that Rollin A. Leet
prepared poison with the inteation of ad-
ministering it to Homer M. Leet for the
purpose of injuring him, and that that
poison was laken by Elsie A. Leet, and
that by resson of her taking this poison,
oot knowing it 10 be such, she became
sick, or was injured, or died.

I bave been requested to state to you,
that in proving the offence, what has been

——— e S ————————

called the “corpus dlicti,” & degree of
evidence is required commensurate with
the administration of the poison must
have been with the intention of doing the
injury charged, in the one case, and in
fhﬂﬂlher that it was prepared with this
Intention. )

If you will recur to* the 'principles I
bave give, you will see that all this is
embraced in them. For of course, the
more heimous a crime is, the more re-
pugnant it is to our nature to believe that
it has been conimitted : but this does not
change the rale. T have said there must
be sufficient evidence ta establish the faot,
sad when established beyond the exist«
ence of a doubt, it is the Jury's duty to
find it s0, no matter how heinous it is.

I ‘do not koow as it is necessary for
me o say anything more to you in gener--
al upoa the nature of the law applicable-
tothis case, only to admouish you to look
well to it in all its several parts.

Perhaps I ought for the purpase of il.
lustration to refer again 1o the first charge
oathat of administering poison to Homer
M. Leet. It is claimed by the prosecu.,
tion that they have proven this. On the
other hand the defendant by his counsel’
claims that beside having shown that the
prosecution have failed fo establish this,
they have shown that the symptoms of
Homer M. Leet may be accounted for in'
another way. Now, if when you come
to compare the evidemce upon this point,

be your duty carefully to serutinize the
evidence. I only speak of this to illus-’

trate what will be your duty in every
other part of the ou.md?n should -

that it was strychnine he was laboring
uader in- those days of August or that
that was the occasion of his malady, yet,

as to give you an equal suspicion that it
him, it will then be your duty Ffarther to
consider all the other circumstances in
the case, and see if they are reconcilable
upon no other hypothesis than that it was
sirychnine he was suffering from. Is

been administered fo him as to support
sifficienily the ides that it really was
sirychnine? If it may be explained to

be consistent with some other hypothesis,
it will be your duty to reconcile thom.,
So as to the intention with which it

oughly satisfied of that. IF you shall

it had been administered to him by some
one,—or if upon the other offence, Elsie

wus that did sdminister or prepare it, but,
you are confined to.the inquiry whether

person who administered or prepared it,
as the case may be. It will notdo to say
if it must be fastened upon some ome, it
may as well be upon one ss another.—
You have no such task. The question

A. Leat commitit. IF the evidence does
not convigt him, be should be aegumitied,
he may be innoceat, and then the propo-
sition would be that any other imnopent
person may as well be convicted as he.

Bat while I make these remarks, if
you shall find that al! the circumstances

saY.

The law is such that the crime must
be established and must be brought home
to the prisoner so as (o leave no reasansble-
doubt in your mind.

That I may not be misunderstood upon
this I will say, this rule does pot mean
that you shall have mo doubt at all, but
that you shall have no rational doubt upon
the truth of the given propositions, and
therefore upon the guilt of the pany
charged. It means that you shall arrive
at so great a degree of certainty that af-
ter examining all the evidence, and weigh-
ing both that on the part of the prosecu=
tion and that on the part of the defence,
you have no longer reasonable . doubt,
or uncertainties. If then the evidence
leaves on your mind such an uncertsinty
as to whether the crime has been coromit-
ted or whether Rollin A. Leet has com-
mitted it, you should acquit. ki doesnot
mean if you bave a doubt that is got up
upon mere speculative conclusions, but it
means a reasonable doubt. [f you come
o such o degree of cerwinty as | have
referred to you should bring in a vendict
of guilty; if you have such doubts, you
should acquit.

Uader this indictment, gentlemen, there
are seven counts. It will be necessary
for you topass upon each of these counts,
If you should find the defendant guilty
on all you should retum s general'verdicy
of Guilty; ifl not guilty on all, you shoulq

return a general verdict of Not guilty,
If you find him guilty upon some of the

when you inquire whether Homer M.
Leet bad really taken strychuoine, it will ,

turn out that you humm

if the evidence on the othe? banad is such.

your minds that all thess symptoms eould -

go to show that Rollin A. Leet is the .
guilty persou, it will be your duty so to

there such evidence bﬂln'lhllitbﬁr

was administered—you should be ther-"
be satisfied that Homer M. Leet had in
fact taken strychnine ss charged,~—that

A. Leet takes the strychnine,—it will |
not be sufficient for you to inquire who it

you can say that Rollin A. Leet was the

is, if the crime was committed did Rollin
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